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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on June 
12, 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 5, 9 - 1 1 , and 1 4 - 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
anticipated by Freeh et al (US 5,729,592), in view of Rathnasabapathy et al (US 
6,006,098). 

3. In regards to claim 1 , Freeh teaches receiving a call from a calling station's 
switch 101 at a called station's switch 102 (See Fig. 1, Col. 3, lines 3 - 7); determining if 
the called station is busy on a call (See Col. 4, line 64 - Col. 5, line 3); transmitting the 
calling directory number, called and calling station telephone numbers, any of which 
read on the claimed information, to service circuit node / intelligent peripheral (SCN / IP) 
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131 , read as the claimed hub switch if the called station is busy (See Col. 3, lines 43 - 
47, Col. 5, lines 13-15); using SCN / IP 131 to generate a query that requests for 
example, a calling party's name and routing instructions, read as the claimed 
information associated with the calling communications and obtaining such information 
(See Col. 3, lines 43 - 64, Col. 5, lines 16 - 22); and transmitting such information to 
the called station (See Col. 5, line 30 - Col. 6, line 6). Freeh, however, does not teach 
using the hub switch to generate a query that requests information associated with the 
calling communication, the query to direct a signal transfer point to obtain information 
from a database and obtaining information associated with the calling communication 
station from the signal transfer point in response to the query. Rathnasabapathy, 
however, teaches a signal transfer point (See Fig. 1 , Fig. 2, and STP 26), receiving a 
query message from one of a plurality of switches/processors (See Fig. 2 and clusters 
64, 66, and 680 requesting information related to a particular mobile customer, where 
the STP 26 has a database (e.g. first database or SCP 30), which contains routing data 
and information, pertaining to the mobile customer (See Abstract and col. 1 lines 51-67). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to incorporate this feature within the system, as a way of locating and 
routing to the proper destination, the mobile customer's location and information, along 
with the routing information, and a short message, if desired. 

4. In regards to claim 2, Freeh teaches initiating or routing an outgoing call to SCN / 
IP 131. (See Col. 5, lines 13-48) 
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5. In regards to claim 3, Freeh et al. teaches that such information is queried and 
received from a service control point (SCP) 121 , read as the claimed database. (See 
Col. 3, line 3 - 14 and lines 43 - 66, Col. 5, line 6 - Col. 6, line 6) 

6. In regards to claims 4 and 5, see the rejection of claim 1 note that if a calling 
party's name is requested, obtained, and transmitted, then SCP 121 / database must be 
at least in part, a caller identification with name database. Moreover, because a calling 
party's name is determined, such is caller identification or identifying a caller. 

7. In regards to claim 9, Freeh teaches automatically transmitting the name of the 
calling party, read as the claimed audible representation of information. (See Col. 3, 
lines 57 - 65, Col. 5, lines 54 - 59) 

8. In regards to claims 10 and 21 , Freeh has been discussed above. What Freeh et 
al. does not teach is providing textual representation of the information. However, 
callerlD functionality is notoriously old and well known and provides the ability for a 
called party to textually see who is calling him/her. Because the above-discussed 
audible representation taught by Freeh is effected by translating a textual version of a 
caller's name, for example, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to simply have not taken the extra step of translating 
the textual version and simply transmitting it as is. Motivation for either is also 
notoriously old and well known. Sometimes, visual representation is more desirable 
since visual data is at times easier to decipher and able to present more information 
without becoming burdensome as would be listening to a plethora of data. On the other 
hand, if visual means are not available such as with older POTS telephone units, 
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audible information is the only viable option for presenting information. Either would be 
an old and well known design choice or preference. 

9. In regards to claim 1 1 , Freeh teaches transmitting a call waiting signal, read as 
the claimed audible call waiting indicator. (See Col. 5, lines 54 - 56) Note that this 
occurs before an information associated with the calling station is transmitted. (See 
Col. 5, lines 56 - 59). 

10. In regards to claim 14, see the rejection of claims 1 and 8. See also Fig. 1 and 
Col. 3, lines 9- 14. 

11. In regards to claims 1 5 and 1 6, see the rejection of claim 1 . What Freeh does 
not teach is having a separate hub switch and SCN or IP. However, such would have 
been an obvious alternative to effect to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made inasmuch as all the functionality of both the claimed hub switch and 
SCN or IP are found in SCN / IP 131 of Freeh. Merely separating out certain 
functionality or locating certain functionality in desired system elements is notoriously 
old and well known in the advanced intelligent network (AIN) arts. Moreover, Freeh 
does contemplate situations wherein other switches separate that originating (calling 
station) and terminating (called station) switches and therefore, the SCN /IP 131 could 
just as easily by located with / connected to one of these intermediate switches which 
would read on the claimed hub switch. (See Col. 3, lines 22 - 25) 

1 2. In regards to claim 1 7, having a database co-located with an SCP or having the 
database portion of the SCP located outside of the SCP is again, notoriously old and 
well known in the AIN arts. Just as discussed with regard to claims 15 and 16, 
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separating out functionality is old and well known. Also, many times, an SCP may need 
access to more information than its own database contains and is thus connected to 
another database(s). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have separated from or had another 
database connected to SCP 121 . 

13. In regards to claims 1 8 and 1 9, see the rejection of claims 1 , 2, and 8. 

14. In regards to claim 20, see the rejection of claim 9. 

1 5. In regards to claim 22, see the rejection of claim 1 1 . 



1 6. Claims 6, 7,10,12,1 3, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Freeh et al (US 5,729,592), in view of Rathnasabapathy et al (US 
6,006,098), and further in view of Eisdorfer (US 5,636,269). 

1 7. In regards to claims 6 and 7, Freeh has been discussed above. What Freeh 
does not teach is obtaining telephone number information in addition to name 
information. 

1 8. However, Eisdorfer teaches playing either a name or number (identifying the 
calling station) and so it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have allowed the system of Freeh et al. to store, obtain, 
and transmit telephone number information. (See Col. 3, line 15 - Col. 4, line 28 of 
Eisdorfer) This is because 1) both systems teach playing audible announcements for 
call waiting features and 2) since the information gleaned in both Freeh and Eisdorfer 
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include both name and number of the calling station, it would simply be a preference or 
design choice as to whether or not the telephone number would be included in the 
audible announcement. 

1 9. In regards to claims 1 2 and 1 3, Freeh has been discussed above as teaching 
a call waiting audible indicator. What Freeh does not specifically teach is what form that 
indicator takes and transmitting a tone after information is given to the called station. 

20. However, call waiting indicators are merely generated tones and can be 
nearly anything that is desired, and certainly a single tone. The same is true of playing 
a tone not only before, but after information is transmitted in that such limitations are 
merely "cosmetic" in nature whose advantages are simply that the system is perhaps 
more user friendly or more personalized to a designer or system provider's needs / 
wants. That being the case, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have used a single tone as well as played a 
single tone after the information transmission to the called station. 

21 . In regards to claims 1 0 and 21 , for further support of obviousness, Eisdorfer 
teaches playing either a single tone, repeated tones, tones of varying frequency or 
some combination thereof for a call waiting indicator. (See Col. 3, lines 15-21 of 
Eisdorfer) 

Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -7 and 9-22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Rathnasabapathy et al (US Patent Application Publication - 
Pub. No. : US 2003/0199281 A1) teach a system and method for application location 
register routing in a telecommunications network. Rathnasabapathy et al (US 
7,079,853) teach a system and method for application location register routing in a 
telecommunications network. 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thjuan P. Knowlin whose telephone number is (571 ) 

272- 7486. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00pm. 

25. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Wing Chan can be reached on (571) 272-7493. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 

273- 8300. 
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26. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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